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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statentent 

1 . The reference to Isenberg, "Science of Soap, Filnns and Soap Bubbles" has not 
been considered because no copy of the reference has been received. 

2. The following action has been taken by the Examiner with respect to Applicant's 
disclosure: 

• Objection to the Specification for being so incomprehensible as to preclude a 
reasonable search of the prior art. 

• Objection to the Specification for inclusion of terminology which is so different 
from that which is generally accepted in the art such that a proper search of the 
prior art cannot be made. 

• Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 1^* paragraph, for lacking enablement. 

• Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, 2"^ paragraph, for failing to distinctly claim 
Applicant's invention. 

Specificaiion 

3. The disclosure is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .71 , as being so incomprehensible as 
to preclude a reasonable search of the prior art by the examiner. For example, the 
following items are not understood: 

The Applicant has provided two glossaries in the Specification. 
A Brief Glossary is provided in the "BACKGROUND— DESCRIPTION OF PRIOR ART". 
It is here that the Applicant has stated "In order to facilitate a clear understanding of 
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the nature and intent of the present invention the following ternns, definitions, 
distinctions, and assunnptions are specified and designated by the inventor, and in 
constant use in this patent". 

The Applicant, however, has also provided an Annotated Glossar/ in the 
"THEORY OF THE INVENTION". It is here that the Applicant has expanded on the Brief 
definitions to include subject nnatter that is speculative. 

For exannple, the Applicant has stated that the ternn 'Event' is present in the 
sense that reflects a verb rather than a noun, and that a TIaten' is the fundamental 
area of space along which forces (including friction. Van der Wall, and Gravity) can 

r 

nnove, as opposed to cause nfiovement. The Applicant has further stated that' Platens' 
act as gateways through which pristine Space emerges and infuses into cognate 
Space. 

The "DETAILED DESCRIPTION-PREFERRED EMBODIMENTS OF THE PRESENT 
INVENTION" and the cloinns include the use of the words defined in both glossaries. 

Although the Applicant has designated specificity to the ternns in the Brief 
Glossar/, the Examiner must object to the Specification as being incomprehensible as 
the Brief Glossary is disclosed relative to the background of the invention, and the 
Annotated Glossar/ is disclosed relative to the theory of the invention itself. 

If the Annotated Glossary was omitted, or provided relative to the background 
and the Brief Glossary relative to the invention itself, the Examiner would not object to 
the Specification as being incomprehensible, as the only possible interpretation for the 
terms in the description of the preferred embodiments and the claims would be that of 
the Brief Glossar/. 
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As it currently stands, there is a conflict between the Exanniner's requirennent to 
search the prior art as it relates to the specified and designated ternns of the Brief 
Giossar/, and the requirement to search the prior art as it relates to the Applicant's 
inventive subject matter {the subject matter of the Annotated Glossar/). 

Applicant is required to submit an amendment which clarifies the disclosure so 
that the examiner may make a proper comparison of the invention with the prior art. 

Applicant should be careful not to introduce any new matter into the disclosure 
(i.e., matter which is not supported by the disclosure as originally filed). 

4. A preliminary examination of this application reveals that it includes terminology 
which is so different from that which is generally accepted in the art to which this 
invention pertains that a proper search of the prior art cannot be made. For example: 

The definitions of the term Space in both glossaries and the term Event in the 
Annotated Glossary have been defined with meanings different with that which is 
generally accepted in the art to which this invention pertains. 

The Examiner has mentioned above that the term 'Event' is characterized as a 
verb rather than its usual understanding as a noun. The Examiner is unclear as to how 
the Applicant is intending to designate this term in the Annotated Glossary and it should 
be corrected regardless of which glossary is ultimately properly designated. 

The term 'Space', however, as defined in both glossaries, is defined in such a 
way that the Examiner must object to the Specification. 
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The Examiner believes that the definition of 'Space' that is continuously 
emerging from an unknown meta-dimensional source, may possibly be consistent with 
a theoretical understanding of the meaning of the term, but not with an applied 
understanding of the meaning of the term in which space is a limited dimensional 
extent. 

The Examiner objects to the theoretical definition, as designated specifically in 
this case, as it leads to a lack of enablement that an applied definition would not lead 
to. 

Applicant is required to provide a clarification of these matters or correlation with 
art-accepted terminology so that a proper comparison with the prior art can be made. 
Applicant should be careful not to introduce any new matter into the disclosure (i.e., 
matter which is not supported by the disclosure as originally filed). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 12 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of nnaking and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact temns as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying 
out his invention. 

6. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim{s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which 
it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
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If the Examiner were to rely, with respect to the claimed invention, on the terms 
as defined in the Annotated Glossar/, then the terms Tvent* and TIaten* would 
contain subject matter that would not enable one skilled in the art to make and use the 
invention, as it is unclear how to function with an *Event* that reflects a verb rather than 
a noun, or a 'Platen' in which forces can move, as opposed to cause movement. 

Furthermore, the claims are all drawn to showing Spatial-energetic relationships 
and involve the use of Domains and Domain boundaries. 

The Annotated Glossar/ states that a *Domain' extends "indefinitely until it is 
bounded by interactions with another Domain or a plurality of Domains A reliance on 
this definition would lead to the realization that one skilled in the art would have no 
means by which to ascertain the extent of a Domain, as it would first rely on the 
recognition of the extent of other Domains or Domain clusters. 

Even if the understanding provided in the Brief Glossary is to be employed such 
that a Domain is essentially an area, volume, or hyper-volume, the definition is still clear 
that the Domain belongs to a specific Event, and would be bounded by a Domain 
Boundary that is a Spatial-energetic enclosure of a unitary Domain of an Event. The 
definition for the term Space in either glossar/ is such that Space is a form of energy 
emerging as dimensions, and that Space is continuously emerging out of Platens from 
an unknown meta-dimensional source. 

One skilled in the art would not be enabled with the ability to determine by these 
definitions, a Spatial-energetic Domain Boundary, unless they had understanding of 
how to designate the enclosure of an Event relative to the energetic relationship of the 
emergence out of Platens from an unknown metadimensional source. 
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There does not seenn to be any indication in the disclosure that the Applicant has 
provided a nneans for the determination of such a Spatial boundary. 

In the drawings. The Applicant has represented volumes which could be 
considered to be Domains that are bounded around representations of Events with 
surrounding Space, but the Domain limits seems to be conceptual, in other words, there 
is apparently an arbitrary extent by which the Domain space is extended. 

Were the Applicant's claim to be understood with the specific definition of 
'Space* in either glossary, the representation of Space could not be arbitrary or 
conceptual, but would necessarily show a representation of an actual Domain limit as 
applied to emerging Space from an unknown meta-dimensional source. 

The Examiner finds enablement for the geometrical combination of structures, 
and the representative mapping of these structures, once determined, but finds no 
means for enablement to originally determine the representation of the ACTUAL 
Domain limit as it applies to emerging space from an unknown meta-dimensional 
source, for any given Spatial Domain or Spatial-energetic relationship. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more clainns particularly pointing out and 
distinctly clainning the subject nnatter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 
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These claims are clear and definite with respect to structure, but they are neither 
clear nor definite with respect to which specific definitions are to be employed (Brief 
Glossary or Annotated Glossar/) as addressed above. 

Since it is unclear what meanings to assign the words of the claims, the claims 
are indefinite. 

The Examiner has already addressed the problems with respect to the term 
'Event' due to the distinction of the term as reflecting a verb, rather than a noun. 

Furthermore, Applicant's definition in the Annotated Glossary of 'Event' is also 
vaguely described by use of the phrase "the above" with respect to "a localized 
clustering of a plurality of the above" and "may also be an entire class of the above" 
and of the term "kind" with respect to the phrase "either of one kind or in combination 
with other kinds". 

The Applicant therefore does not clearly define the term 'Event' in the 
Annotated Glossar/, and therefore it could not be employed in the claims without 
causing the claims to be indefinite. 

9. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap between the 
steps. See MPEP § 21 72.01 . The omitted steps are: the specific steps for generating the 
multi-dimension and multi-hierarchical maps. 

Claims 1-6 incorporate limitations as to what is represented in the maps once 
generated, but do not specifically address the steps necessary for actually generating 
the maps, as claimed in the preamble. 
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10. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such 
omission amounting to a gap between the necessary structural connections. See MPEP 
§ 2172.01 . The omitted structural cooperative relationships are: the systematic showing 
of multi-dimensional and multi-hierarchical spatial and energy relationships among 
events in the universe on a map. 

The system that is claimed mentions components of a mapping system, but does 
not address how the components actually provide to a user of the invention, a showing 
of spatial and energy relationships, as claimed in the preamble. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Any inquir/ concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anthony Gutierrez whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2215. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Marc Hoff can be reached on (571 ) 272-221 6. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
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have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Anthfony Gutierrez 



7/28/05 



MARCS. HOFF 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXA^AiNER 
TECHTWLOGY CENTER 2800 



